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Re vi  ewer : 


The  attached  final  Section  4(f)  Evaluation  documents  the  considerations 
studied  and  consultation  in  reaching  a  determination  that  there  are  no  prudent 
and  feasible  alternatives  in  this  undertaking  to  the  use  of  4(f)  land  which 
consists  of  various  historical  sites  in  and  near  the  community  of  Basin.  This 
information  will  supplement  that  contained  in  the  Final  Environmental  Section 
4(f)  Statement  distributed  on  October  18,   1973  and  another  final  Supplemental 
Section  4(f)  Evaluation  circulated  in  March,  1980. 
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FINAL 

SUPPLEMENTAL  SECTION  4(f)  EVALUATION 
1-15  Bernice  -  Basin 


I.  NEED 

Presently  a  two  lane  primary  highway,  Route  U.S.  91,  is  in  place 
along  the  proposed  Basin  interstate  route.  The  existing  highway  is 
narrow  (26'  wide)  and  of  moderate  curves  in  general.  The  areas 
just  west  of  Basin  and  about  2  miles  east  of  Basin  are  exceptions, 
however,  where  the  road  follows  narrow  canyons  with  sharp  curvature 
requiring  travel  speeds  around  40  miles  per  hour.  Pavement 
conditions  in  these  areas  are  fair  to  poor.  - 

An  accident  analysis  shows  that  in  this  7-mile  section  of  U.S.  91 
there  were  27  property  damage  accidents,  17  injury  accidents  and  1 
fatal  accident  for  the  period  of  1976  through  May,  1980.  The 
accident  severity  rate  for  this  section  is  1.484  while  the 
1977-1979  average  severity  rate  for  interstate  routes  is  1.45. 
Moreover,  the  accident  rate  based  on  the  average  daily  traffic  and 
number  of  accidents  occurring  on  this  section  is  3.10  per  million 
vehicle  miles  as  compared  with  the  1.34  average  accident  rate  for 
interstate  routes  for  1977-1979.  The  1980  average  daily  traffic 
(ADT)  varies  from  1200-1500  vehicles  per  day.  The  ADT  for  1982, 
the  proposed  year  for  project  letting,  is  1400-1600.  The  ADT  for 
design  year  2001  is  2200-2300.  Design  hourly  volume  =  13%; 
directional  factor  =  55-45%;   heavy  trucks  =  12%;  all  trucks  =  38%. 
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The  new  project  is  necessary  to  complete  Interstate  15  through 
Montana.  Presently  Interstate  15  is  completed  from  the  Idaho  border 
north     to   the   Elk  Park  -  Bernice  project  with  the  exception  of  a 

I. 

few  sections   in  the  Dillon  area  which  are  not  yet  built  to  4-lane 
interstate  standards  as  required  by  §109(b)  of  Title  23. 
Interstate    15    is    also    completed    from    Boulder    to    the  Canadian 
border.       In    addition    nine     structures     are     completed    or  under 
contract  on  the  Basin-Boulder  project  1-15-3(13)157. 

The  total  monies  expended  to  date  on  the  Basin  Route  from  Butte 
to  Boulder  has  been  $17,641,869.00. 

II.     PROJECT  DESCRIPTION 

The  project  involved  in  this  4(f)  evaluation  is  noted  as  1-15-3(12) 
on  the  approved  Basin  Route  in  the  final  environmental  impact 
statement,  dated  October  18,  1973.  The  project  will  consist  of 
four-lane  interstate  design  with  a  narrow  median. 

The  EIS  addressed  four  alternate  routings.  (1)  Basin  Route,  (2) 
Nez  Perce  Route,  (3)  Whitetail  Route  and  (4)  The  Boulder  Valley 
Route.  The  no-build  alternate  was  also  considered.  The  Basin 
Route  was  approved.  The  other  three  routes  and  the  no-build 
alternate  were  classified  as  imprudent  and  unfeasible. 

The  original  4(f)  statement  dealt  only  with  parklands  which  were 
impacted  within  the  selected  highway  corridor.  Since  then  the 
results    of    an    historical    inventory    of    resources    advised   of  the 
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poLenLi.il  of  Basin  and  associated  multiple  resource  area  being 
nominated  to  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places.  A  draft 
Section  4(f)  evaluation  was  processed  and  distributed  in  December, 
1979,  covering  the  portion  of  the  interstate  route  between  Basin 
and  Boulder.  It  documented  the  considerations  studied  regarding  the 
usage  of  an  ore  loading  complex  located  at  the  junction  of  High  Ore 
Creek  and  U.S.  91  approximately  three  miles  northeast  of  Basin, 
Approval  of  the  final  4(f)  evaluation  on  March  24,  1980  established 
that  there  are  no  feasible  and  prudent  alternatives  to  the  taking 
of  that  resource  and  that  the  highway  proposal  includes  all 
possible  planning  to  minimize  harm  resulting  from  this  use.  Three 
other  properties  eligible  for  inclusion  to  the  Register  and 
impacted   by   the   project   area   are   dealt   with   in   this  evaluation. 

Ill  DESCRIPTION  OF  4(f)  INVOLVEMENT 

The  4(f)  involvement  with  historic  properties  was  identified  when 
the  alignment  was  surveyed  by  an  archaeological  team  from  the 
University  of  Montana  in  late  spring  1978.  At  that  time,  an 
historical  inventory  of  resources  was  recommended  as  efforts  had 
begun  to  nominate  Basin  and  its  associated  multiple  resource  area 
to  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places.  To  evaluate  and 
assess  the  historical  properties,  a  study  was  undertaken  by  Peter 
Steere,  the  local  resident  who  nominated  the  area  to  the  National 
Register.  This  work  was  subcontracted  through  the  University  of 
Montana  Anthropology  Department. 
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The  Montana  Department  of  Highways,  in  conjunction  with  the  Federal 
Highway  Administration,  has  consulted  the  State  Historic 
Preservation  Officer  to  determine  the  area  of  potential 
environmental  impact  as  outlined  in  Section  106  of  the  National 
Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966.  The  proposed  action  will  have 
direct  adverse  effects  on  significant  historical  resources. 
Accordingly,  a  determination  on  properties  potentially  eligible  for 
inclusion  to  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Place  was  requested, 
and  the  following  resources  located  within  the  proposed  project's 
area  of  impact  were  determined  eligible. 

1)      Jib  Mill  Foundation  and  Water  Flume 

The  Jib  Mill  was  destroyed  by  fire  in  1975.  The  foundation  is 
located  adjacent  to  the  Burlington  Northern  Railroad  tracks 
south  of  the  Boulder  River  approximately  300  yards  west  of 
Basin.  Once  the  most  important  mining  enterprise  in  the 
economic  development  of  Basin,  the  complex  included  the  Hope, 
Katie,  and  White  Elephant  mines  located  on  the  slopes  above 
the  mill  foundation.  Full  scale  mining  began  in  the  late 
1880 's  and  the  mill  was  built  in  1900,  financed  by  Augustus 
Heinze,  Butte  "Copper  King."  High  grade  gold  was  discovered 
in  1919  and  the  Jib  Consolidated  Mining  Company  began 
expanding.  By  1925,  production  had  not  caught  up  with 
development  costs.  The  entire  property  went  into  a 
trusteeship  and  was  ultimately  shut  down  and  sold.  The  mines 
were  not  significant  producers  after  1934  due  to  problems  with 
flooding. 
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The  Jib  Mill  water  flume  was  built  in  1900-03  and  begins  above 
the  remains  of  the  Jib  Mill  along  the  talus  slopes  next  to  the 
Boulder  River  and  continues  to  Redrock,  some  2  miles  west  of 
Basin.  A  supported  flume,  it  was  once  used  to  transport  water 
to  the  Jib  Mill  and  to  provide  for  storage  up  Sunshine  Gulch 
in  case  of  fire  in  Basin.  Large  sections  of  the  flume  have 
been  destroyed  by  falling  rock  along  the  talus  slope  where 
trees  and  other  vegetation  have  not  provided  protection.  Most 
of  the  flume  is  in  a  very  deteriorated  condition  often  just 
being  a  dark  line  of  rotting  lumber  on  the  hillside. 

The  proposed  alignment  will  cover  a  portion  of  the  area  where 
the  Jib  Mill  had  stood  until  destroyed  by  fire  several  years 
ago.  A  burnt  out  structure  nearby  once  was  used  as  an  office 
building  will  also  be  impacted.  Sections  of  the  water  flume 
west  of  this  area  will  be  disturbed  by  construction 
activities. 

"150"  House 

Bawdy  houses  were  an  integral  part  of  the  frontier  mining 
camps,  and  Basin  was  no  exception  with  four  brothels  in 
operation  throughout  the  boom-and-bust  growth  period  of  the 
community  that  lasted  until  about  1930.  Only  one  of  the  "150" 
houses  still  stands.  It  is  located  about  100  ft.  north  of  the 
existing  Burlington  Northern  railroad  tracks  and  is  owned  by 
Mr,  Pat  O'Neill  of  Basin.  The  architecture  is  characteristic 
of  the  local  vernacular  building  type  and  also  possesses 
inlrrosLing    interior    features    peculiar   to   its  past  function. 


The  location  and  landscape  of  all  the  "150"  houses  were  quite 
similar  and  reflect  important  physical  relationships  within 
the  town's  setting.  The  proposed  alignment  will  not  affect 
the  House  but  associated  buildings  will  be  relocated  outside 
the  proposed  right-of-way  to  the  south. 

The  townsite  of  Basin  qualifies  for  National  Register  listing 
as  an  historic  district  because  of  its  role  in  the  mining 
development  of  Montana  during  the  period  from  1860  to  1920  and 
because  of  the  association  of  persons  significant  in  the 
state's  history  such  as  Augustus  Heinze,  W.A.  Clark,  and 
Granville  and  James  Stuart.  Architectural  styles  and  types 
vary  considerably  in  Basin  ranging  from  log  cabins,  tarpapered 
board  shacks,  modern  trailer  houses,  frame  cottages,  and  brick 
business  buildings.  Few  structures  would  qualify  for  the 
National  Register  on  their  own  merit  and  some,  such  as  the 
trailers  and  modular  homes,  obviously  detract  from  the 
district's  integrity.  Aside  from  these  intrusive  structures, 
the  range  of  architectural  styles  reflect  the  mining  era  and 
associated  social  patterns  when  viewed  holistically . 

The  historic  district  encompasses  approximately  90  acres.  The 

boundaries    were    determined    as    a    result    of    numerous  field 

inspections    and    consultation   with   the   Historic  Preservation 

Office    of    the    Montana    Historical    Society.      Part    V   of  this 

evaluation  contains   an  aerial  photograph  showing  the  district 

and    the    other    two    properties     in    question    with    the  basic 

interstate     alignment    and     interchange     alt.     #1  delineated. 
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Construction  plan  sheets  for  all  five  interchange  alternates 
and  the  original  plan  appear  in  Exhibit  3. 

The  historic  district  is  bounded  by  the  Loiselle  house  on  the 
east,  Basin  Creek  Bridge  on  Basin  Creek  Road  to  the  north,  the 
brick  smoke  stack  of  the  Glass  Brothers  Smelter  just  west  of 
Basin,  and  the  northern  railroad  right-of-way  limits,  which 
correspond  with  the  proposed  highway  right-of-way,  form  the 
southern  boundary  line.  The  proposed  alignment  will  traverse 
immediately  south  of  the  Basin  Historic  District,  and  the 
"150"  House  will  be  the  only  definite  involvement  with  4(f) 
property  within  the  historic  district.  There  will  be  an 
adverse  effect  to  the  district  under  the  terms  of 
36CFR800.3(b)  . 

The  Jib  Mill  foundation  and  water  flume  are  outside  of  these 
limits  and  are  considered  discontiguous  elements  of  the 
district  as  they  are  separated  from  Basin  by  the  railroad 
grade  and  Boulder  River. 

The  history  of  Basin  spans  the  entire  hard-rock  mining  period 
in  this  region.  It  is  part  of  a  rather  large  center  of  mining 
development  and  served  as  a  supply  point  for  other  camps  in 
the  surrounding  area.  Basin  has  endured  longer  in  comparison 
with  other  settlements  due  largely  to  its  location  along  a 
major  transportation  corridor. 
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Aboriginal  man  also  utilized  this  transportation  corridor,  but 
hydraulic  mining,  road  and  railroad  construction  have 
destroyed  nearly  all  traces  of  prehistoric  activity.  There 
are  some  recorded  archaeological  sites  within  the 
Boulder-Basin  canyon,  but  none  will  be  adversely  affected  by 
construction  of  this  project. 
IV  ALTERNATIVES 

The  original  section  4(f)  statement,  included  in  the  Butte-Boulder 
Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  addressed  four  alternates 
plus  a  no-build  alternate  and  is  evaluated  in  the  Phase  1  section 
of  that  statement.  Three  alternates  and  the  no-build  alternate  were 
found  to  be  neither  prudent  nor  feasible  and  the  Basin  Route  was 
selected  as  the  most  desirable  in  August,  1974.  This  determination 
was  based  on  the  impact  ratings  and  the  considerations  which  are 
covered  in  Phase  1,  Section  VII,  "Evaluation  and  Route  Selection", 
of  the  original  statement.  They  include  evaluations  of  the  effects 
on  all  alternate  routes  in  the  fields  of  engineering,  environmental 
planning,  economics  and  sociology.  Public  opinion  was  also  a 
consideration. 

The  Burlington  Northern  Railroad  line  had  been  abandoned  from  Butte 
to  west  of  Basin,  but  the  line  on  through  Basin  and  eastward  is 
still  in  place.  It  was  recommended  to  the  Burlington  Northern 
Railroad  to  abandon  the  line  further  on  to  an  area  east  of  Basin 
thereby  enabling  the  use  of  the  railroad  alignment  for 
Interstate  15.  The  railroad  has  agreed  and  the  present  proposed 
alignment  will  replace  the  railroad  through  Basin. 
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Prior  to  the  E.I.S.  processing,  an  alternate  had  been  considered  to 
the  north  through  Basin  following  the  present  highway  U.S.  91. 
This  line  would  have  resulted  in  extensive  relocation  and  removal 
of  existing  main  street  buildings,  the  core  of  the  historic 
district . 

An  alternate  to  the  south  was  also  studied.  This  alignment  would 
have  resulted  in  extensive  channel  changes  of  the  Boulder  River, 
inconsistent  with  our  policy  of  incorporating  all  practicable 
measures  to  minimize  environmental  harm.  The  south  alternate  would 
almost  obliterate  the  Jib  Mill  foundation  and  water  flume  since 
both  are  located  adjacent  to  and  south  of  the  railroad.  The  stopes 
and  exterior  structures  of  the  Katie,  Hope,  and  White  Elephant 
mines  on  the  slope  above  would  be  impacted  to  a  much  greater  degree 
also .  '    ■      ;  ^  .  ■  ■ 

The  present  alignment  will  impact  a  portion  of  the  mill  foundation. 
A  structure  once  used  as  an  office  building  was  gutted  by  fire 
several  years  ago  and  will  be  destroyed  by  the  proposed 
undertaking.  Portions  of  the  water  flume  will  be  removed  at 
intermittent  locations.  Impacts  in  this  area  were  once  presumed  to 
be  very  minor  leaving  the  major  portion  of  these  facilities 
undisturbed  in  their  present  deteriorated  state.  Refinement  of  the 
design  resulted  in  impacting  more  of  the  mill  foundation  and 
several  sections  of  the  flume  and  necessitated  consultation  with 
the  Advisory  Council.  The  resultant  amendment  to  the  original 
Memorandum  of  Agreement  appears  in  Exhibit  #7. 
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The  Basin  historic  district  is  located  immediately  north  of  the 
proposed  highway  right-of-way.  This  southern  boundary  line 
corresponds  roughly  to  the  present  northern  railroad  right-of-way 
line.  The  proposed  interstate  alignment  will  not  require  the 
removal  of  the  "150"  House,  but  two  small  buildings  associated  with 
it    will    be    impacted   and  will   be    relocated   nearer   to   the  house. 

The  alternate  to  the  north  would  adversely  affect  the  historic 
district  itself  by  isolating  portions  of  it.  This  line  would 
bisect  the  downtown  area  thereby  destroying  important  components  of 
the  district.  Recent  studies  made  concerning  alternate  access 
plans  for  Basin  were  begun  after  the  design  public  hearing  phase  of 
the  undertaking.  The  local  public  felt  that  the  plan  for  the  Basin 
interchange  did  not  provide  adequate  north-south  access  necessary 
for  fire  protection  and  traffic  circulation.  Closer  access  for 
Basin  was  also  desired.  Five  alternatives  were  developed  which 
utilize  the  same  interstate  alignment  but  with  varying  the 
interchange  and  local  access  road  locations. 

Alt.  1  conforms  to  the  original  plans  and  provides  a  diamond 
interchange  in  one  of  the  few  spacially  adequate  locations  along 
the  highway  corridor  in  the  narrow  Boulder  River  Canyon.  A 
vehicular  grade  separation  has  been  added  at  Station  11741  to 
improve  local  traffic  service  and  facilitate  fire  protection.  The 
interstate  grade  must  be  raised  14  ft.  from  the  present  railroad 
bed  grade  to  accomodate  the  13  ft.  6  in.  vertical  clearance  of  the 
underpass    (min.    State   Standard).      This    is    6    ft.    higher   than  the 
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original  proposal  which  afforded  pedestrian  access  only.  The  cross 
road  roughly  coincides  with  an  existing  street  and  will  be  24  ft. 
wide.  Minor  crossroad  improvements  such  as  paving  will  be  the  only 
type  of  intrusion  to  the  historic  district  and  are  not  expected  to 
have  any  adverse  effect  on  the  district. 


The  frontage  road  just  south  of  the  interstate  alignment  was 
formerly  designed  to  parallel  the  interstate  more  closely  but  now 
incorporates  a  curved  section  moving  the  frontage  road  approxi- 
mately 300  ft.  south.  The  curve  provides  a  reasonable  grade  for 
the  vehicular  separation  access  road  and  minimizes  the  elevation  of 
the  interstate  grade. 

Elements  of  the  interchange  (i.el  ramps,  crossroad)  would  be  moved 
within  the  historic  district  boundaries  in  Alt's  2,  3,  4  &  5 
thereby  either  isolating  portions  of  the  district  or  entailing  the 
destruction  of  between  three  to  eight  homes.  Alt.  2  is  a  diamond 
type  interchange  at  Sta.  1180.  The  crossroad  passes  over  the 
interstate  requiring  that  the  ramps  be  raised  and  3  to  4  homes 
moved  or  destroyed.  Alt.  3  is  the  same  as  Alt.  2  except  that  the 
southbound  offramp  is  changed  so  traffic  must  pass  through  Basin  to 
enter  back  on  the  interstate.  Alt's.  4  and  5  also  use  the  "split 
diamond"  design  and  would  take  6-8  homes  and  4-5  homes 
respectively.  The  grade  separation  of  Alt.  5  is  moved  closer  to 
the  center  of  town  at  Sta.  1165  between  the  Boulder  River  and  Basin 
Creek. 
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Alt.  5  has  the  same  elevation  requirements  as  Alt.  1  with  the 
highest  point  being  where  the  interstate  crosses  the  access  road 
and  a  4-5  ft.  rise  above  the  present  grade  of  the  railroad  bed 
elsewhere  throughout  the  Basin  Area.  Alt.  5  would  bring  the  visual 
and  audible  impact  of  the  interstate  closer  to  the  center  of  town. 

Alt.  1  serves  the  primary  need  of  providing  fire  protection  to 
areas  on  either  side  of  the  interstate  alignment.  The  diamond 
interchange  design  is  foremost  in  highway  safety  and  results  in 
less  confusion  to  the  highway  traveller.  The  town  of  Basin  is 
readily  accessable  to  the  interstate  but  its  main  street  is  not  a 
thoroughfare  routing  traffic  to  and  from  the  interstate.  Any 
potential  commercial  development  would  be  likely  confined  to  the 
outskirts  of  Basin.  Alt.  1  is  viewed  as  the  least  disruptive  plan 
in  that  no  important  elements  of  the  district  are  jeopardized  and 
intrusions  are  kept  to  a  minimum. 

V        AREA  AFFECTED 

In  applying  the  criteria  of  adverse  effect  as  set  forth  in  36  CFR 
800.9,  the  action  will  alter  portions  of  the  Basin  historic 
district  and  its  setting  by  introducing  visual,  audible  and 
atmospheric  elements  out  of  character  with  the  district. 

Although  the  four-lane  portion  of  the  highway  plan  would  have 
minimal  adverse  effects  to  historical  resources  in  Basin,  the 
interchange  in  alternatives  2,  3,  4  and  5  would  involve  more  impact 
to  the  Basin  Historic  District  with  a  significant  alteration  of  the 
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townscape.  The  Alt.  1  interchange  location  would  be  more  consonant 
with  the  historic  ambience  since  Basin  would  not  be  along  a  direct 
route  of  interstate  highway  ingress  and  egress  nor  would  it  be 
rendered  inaccessible.  This  location  is  identical  to  the 
interchange  location  proposed  in  the  E.I.S,  for  the  Butte  -  Boulder 
interstate  route. 

Impacts  to  the  "150"  House  cannot  be  avoided  without  a  major 
alignment  shift  thereby  endangering  other  cultural  and  natural 
resources.  In  this  case,  two  ancillary  structures  at  the  rear  of 
the  "150"  house  must  be  repositioned  on  the  same  lot  to  exclude 
them  from  the  northern  right-of-way  limits  of  the  highway. 

Segments  of  the  wooden  water  flume  totalling  approximately  3000  ft. 
will  be  removed  by  construction  in  the  steep,  narrow  sections  of 
the  canyon  west  of  Basin.  The  extent  of  the  removal  will  not  be 
significant  when  compared  to  the  overall  length  of  the  flume  and 
its  deteriorated  condition.  The  highway  embankment  will  cover  most 
of  the  Jib  Mill  ruins,  but  the  remnants  of  both  resources  will  be 
adequate  for  interpretive  purposes. 

MITIGATION  MEASURES 

Measures  to  mitigate  impact  to  the  Basin  historic  district  and 
specific  National  Register  properties  have  resulted  from  consulta- 
tion and  agreement  among  the  Federal  Highway  Administration,  the 
Montana  Department  of  Highways,  the  Historic  Preservation  Office, 
(SHPO   Staff),    and   the   Advisory   Council   on  Historic  Preservation. 
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Two  structures  associated  with  the  "150"  House  will  be  moved  to 
accommodate  the  interstate  alignment,  but  it  is  not  felt  that  this 
action  will  significantly  alter  the  site's  integrity.  Plans 
detailing  the  layout  of  the  property  and  proposed  action  will  be 
provided  to  the  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer  and  the 
Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preservation  for  comments  before 
moving  the  structures .  v 

Construction  will  not  be  intrusive  to  any  of  the  old  mine  stopes  in 
the  area  of  the  Jib  Mill  foundation,  but  an  access  road  will  cover 
a  portion  of  the  burnt  out  foundation  which  has  very  low  visibility 
in  relation  to  other  features  of  the  Jib  Mill  complex.  The  sheer 
vertical  slopes  and  narrow  canyon  west  of  Basin  present  some  chal- 
lenging highway  design  problems.  Removal  of  some  portions  of  the 
wooden  water  flume  is  unavoidable.  Caution  will  be  exercised  in 
the  narrow  portion  of  the  canyon  west  of  Basin  to  prevent 
unnecessary  damage  to  the  flume. 

An  educational  interpretive  plan  will  be  developed  by  the  Montana 
Department  of  Highways  in  cooperation  with  the  Historic 
Preservation  Office  of  the  Montana  Historical  Society.  Its  purpose 
will  be  to  describe  the  historic  properties,  both  those  intact  and 
apparent  and  those  of  which  only  vestiges  remain  to  strengthen  the 
identity  of  the  Basin  historic  district  and  to  put  the  resources 
and  events  of  the  region  into  a  coherent  historical  perspective. 
The  Jib  Mill  in  particular  applies  here  because  its  operation 
played  an  important  role  in  the  economic  development  of  Basin.  The 
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remnants  of  the  Jib  Mill  consist  of  only  charred  timber,  piles  of 
rubble,  part  of  an  old  boiler  and  a  small  portion  of  the  original 
foundation.  The  burnt  wood  and  rubble  will  be  removed  from  the 
site  but  the  boiler  and  masonry  work  will  remain  for  interpretive 
purposes.  Some  minor  stabilization  work  at  the  boiler  base  may  be 
necessary. 

The  location  of  the  Basin  historic  district  will  be  indicated  on 
the  State  map  of  Montana.  The  map's  recognition  of  the  area  may 
generate  greater  interest  and  sensitivity  to  the  town's  historic 
qualities  and  could  result  in  an  attitudinal  change  among  local 
residents  toward  the  older  houses  and  stores. 

All  the  above  mitigation  measures  are  incorporated  in  the 
Memorandum  of  Agreement  among  the  FHWA,  the  SHPO,  the  Montana 
Department  of  Highways  and  the  Advisory  Council  as  required  by 
Section  106  of  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966,  (See 
Exhibit  6) .  ■ 

COORDINATION  '. 

As  part  of  the  environmental  assessment  phase  of  this  undertaking, 
the  University  of  Montana  was  authorized  to  conduct  an  archaeo- 
logical reconnaissance  survey  along  the  proposed  alignment.  The 
study  recommended  that  an  historical  study  be  performed  within  the 
project  area  due  to  the  potential  National  Register  eligibility  of 
several   historic    resources    including   the   townsite   of   Basin.  The 
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SHPO  notified  the  FHWA  that  Peter  Steere  was  preparing  a  National 
Register  nomination  for  Basin  and  an  outlying  multiple  resource 
area  covering  an  extensive  area  within  the  transportation  corridor. 
After  submitting  the  nomination  to  the  Keeper  of  the  Register,  the 
SHPO  provided  a  copy  to  the  FHWA  and  suggested  that  a  determination 
of  eligibility  be  requested.  His  opinion  was  that  the  district  was 
eligible  for  inclusion  to  the  Register. 

Subsequent  studies  and  field  reviews  enabled  the  FHWA  and  Montana 
Department  of  Highways  to  assess  both  the  resources  and  impacts 
thereon.  This  process  necessitated  conferring  with  the  Historic 
Preservation  Office  (SHPO  staff)  and  persons  from  the  Montana 
Bureau  of  Mines  and  Geology.  To  this  date,  there  has  been  no 
concerted  preservation  effort  among  the  inhabitants  of  Basin  to 
establish  an  historic  district,  but  the  individual  who  prepared  the 
nomination  was  consulted  frequently  and,  in  fact,  was  hired  to  aid 
in  evaluating  the  resources  and  effects  caused  by  interstate 
construction. 

After  the  resources  and  effects  to  the  historic  district  proper  had 
been  analyzed,  a  determination  of  eligibility  was  requested  of  the 
Keeper  of  the  Register.  The  request  was  in  the  form  of  a  concensus 
determination  of  eligibility,  i.e.,  all  signatories  were  in 
concurrence  as  to  the  resources'  eligibility. 

The   Advisory   Council   on  Historic   Preservation  has   been  contacted 

for   comment  on  the  proposed  undertaking  and  mitigation  plan.  The 

signed    Memorandum    of    Agreement    and    its    amendment    represent  the 
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resolution  of  problems  and  concerns  relative  to  the  protection  of 
cultural  resources.  The  amendment  to  the  Memorandum  shows  the 
concurrence  of  all  concerned  parties  that  the  minor  changes  made  in 
final  design  and  the  vehicular  access  facility  in  Basin  under  Alt 
//I  are  appropriate  measures  to  minimize  the  adverse  effects  of  this 
undertaking. 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  has  reviewed  all  alternatives  and 
supports  Alt.  1  as  being  the  most  feasible  and  prudent  plan  in 
keeping  impacts  to  the  Basin  historic  district  to  a  minimum  while 
providing   a   practicable   interstate  design  through  the  Basin  area. 


DLV/pz/25K 
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EXHIBITS 
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Remnants  of  Jib 
mill  facing  south 
slope 


1 


Jib  Water  Flume 
in  deteriorated 
condition  along 
talus  slope  west 
of  Basin 


United  St.itcs  j^cp.nTincnt  of  the  Interior 

ni;ivi  1AC.1-.  (  onsi:rva  i  ION  and  i<i  c  ri:a'iion  si.iivu  i.: 
washincj  roN.  n.c.  20240 


Hr.  H.N.  Stev/art 
Division  Administrator 
U.S.  Departncnt  of  Transportation 
Fed  era]  Highv;ay  Administration 
Montana  Division,  Region  8 
Federal  Office  Building 
301  S.  Fark,  Drav;er  10056 
Helena,  Montana  59601 

I    Mr .  Stev/art ; 

Tii.'ink  you  for  your  letter  requesting  a  determination  of  eligibility 
for   inc]\i;:")on  in  tlie  Nationa]  Register  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
11593  or  llic  National  Historic  Freservation  Act  of  1966,  as  amended. 
Our  determination  appears  on  the  enclosed  material. 

As  you  understand,  your  request  foz  our  professional  judgment  consti- 
Lutes  a  part  of  the  Federal  planning  process.     We  urge  that  this 
informal  ion  be  integrated  into  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
an.ilysis  in  order  to  bring  about  the  best  possible  program  decisions. 
I'his  doL (.'rmi  na  t  ion  does  not  serve  in  any  manner  as  a  veto  to  uses  of 
property,  with  or  without  Federal  participation  or  assistance.  Any 
decision  on  the  property  in  question  and  the  responsibility  for 
program  planning  concerning  such  properties  lie  with  the  .agency  or 
block  i^rant  recipient  after  the  Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preser- 
vaLinn  has  hod  an  opportunity  to  comment.  -  _ 

We  are  pleaded  to  be  of  assistance  in  the  consideration  of  historic 
resources  Ln  the  planning  process. 

Sincerely  yours , 


Charles  A.  Herrington 

Acting  Keeper  of  the  National  Register 


JUL  -im 


Fnc  1 L!  sure 
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DETCRMinATIOH  OF  ELIGICILITY  HOT  I F I  CAT  ION 

.  'natiohal  register  of  historic  places 

OFFICE  OF  ARCHEOLOGY  AND  HISTORIC  PRESERVATION 

HERITAGE  CONSERVATION  AND  RECREATION  SERVICE 
.Request   submitted   bv:      DOT/FHVJA/H.N.  Stewart  


Date  rpqiip^  t  '  rpcGi  ved:  6/18/79 

Hanie   of   property:      Basin  Historic  District    -   StatC!^ 


•      .  -       .  Banin,  Jefferson  Co. 

Locanon:    '  


Opinion  of  the  Stcte  Historic  Preservation  Officer; 
(x)  Eligible  (  )  Hot  eligible  (  }  No  response 
Comments :  .;     ■ ;  •  * 


The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  has  determined  that  this  property  is: 
(^)  Eligible      Applicable  criteria:   a,  c 
Comments:      Z^:       .       Paill   63.3  .  ' 


L.  ■    s.,         V  /  _  J.  ..A  .■.  \         t.  .  ^    .  ..A 


(  )  Not  eligible 
Conment s : 


(  )  Documentation  insufficient  (sec  accompanying  sheet  explaining 
additional  materials  required) 


;Actij..;  keeper  of  the  MacioiKjl  Rccistcr 
Date: 


OntRMINATION  OF  ELIGIBILITY  NOTIFICATION 
NATIONAL  REGISTER  OF  HISTORIC  PLACES 
OFFICE  OF  ARCHEOLOGY  AND  HISTORIC  PRESERVATION 

..         IIinUTAGE  CONSliRVATION  AND  RECREATION  SERVICE 
Request  submitted  by:       DOT/FHWA/D.  C  Lewis   


D<ito  JO  que- St  received:  2/12/79 


Name  of  pro[)erty:  "150"  House   ;  State:  mt 

l-^cation:  Basin  :  


Opinion  of  the  State  I'istoric  Preservation  Officer: 
(X )  Eligible      (   )  Not  eligible      (   )  No  response 

Coniments  : 


Tt:e  Sv.cretdry  of  the  Interior  has  determined  that  this  property  is 
)  Eligible      Applicable  criteria:     a,  C 
C  0  D 1]  c  n  t  s  ' 

^'"^P^'^y     significant  as  a  contributing  element  of  a  Basin  Historic 
d^feVopVen'^t'"'''^''^'''^'^''^^  ^""^^^  ^'''^'^'''^  *>'P^       ^^^^^  social/historical 

(    )  N  0  i  e  1  i  g  i  b  1  e 

Coiiiinc  n  f  s  : 


(   )  Documentation  insufficient  (see  accompanying  sheet  explaining 
odditional   materials  required) 


;C(.H'-|)i^r  ol'  (  lie  ^JatJoiial  IJc.;;.!  s Lc r 


.  D&TCRftlNATION  OF  ELIGIBILITY  NOTIFICATION 
♦ 

IIATIONAL  REGISTER  OF  HISTORIC  PLACES 
'  OFFICE  OF  ARCHEOLOGY  AND  HISTORIC  PRESERVATION 

I  '  HERITAGE  CONSERVATION  AND  RECREATION  SERVICE 

iftequest  submitted  by:      dqt/fhua/d.  Lp^-'.q 

lOatc  request  received:  2/12/79 


jtlStne  of   property :  Foundation  and  Water  Flume  StStc: 

'Location*  ^  nilles  west  of  Basin  .  ' 

/Opinion  of  the  State  I'istoric  Preservation  Officer: 
(  >5  Eligible  (  )  Not  eligible'  (  )  No  re^nonse 
Conments :  .  • 


The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  has  determined  that  this  property  is 
(x)  Eligible      Applicable  criteria:         A,  C  D  .  • 

Comments : 


:  ".  ■ .1 ' 


"3.3 


(  )  Hot  eligible 
Comments: 


:  (  )  Documentation  Insufficient  (see  accompanying  sheet  explaining 
j  additional  materials  required) 


Keeper  of  the  Natloi>al  Register 


9/75 


Advisory 
Council  On 
Kisioric 
Preservatiorj 


1522  K  .Sticct  NW. 
Washington  D.C. 
20005 


May  2,  1979 


Mr .  H.   N.   vStewart  ' 

Division  Administrator,  Region  8  , 

Montana  Division 

Federal  Highway  Administration 

Federal  Office  Building 

301  S.   Park,  Drawer  10056 

Helena,  Montana  59601  ... 
Dear  Mr.  Stewart: 

The  Memorandura  of  Agreement  for  the  construction  of  Interstate  15 
between  Hutte  and  Boulder  ,  Montana  ,  affecting  the  Basin  Historic 
District,  Jefferson  County,  Montana,  has  been  ratified  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Council.     This  document  constitutes  the  comments 
of  the  Council  required  by  Section  106  of  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act  and  completes  compliance  v/ith  the  Council's 
regulations,   "Protection  of  Historic  and  Cultural  Properties" 
(36  CFR  Part  800).     A  copy  of  the  Agreement  is  enclosed. 

In  accordance  with  Section  800.6(c)(2)  and  800.9(e)  of  the  regula- 
tions ,     a  copy  of  this  Memorandum  of  Agreement  should  be  included 
in  any  environmenf.al  assessment  or  statement  prepared  for  this 
undertaking  to  meet  requirements  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  and  should  be  retained  in  your  records  as  evidence  of 
compliance  v;ith  Section  106  of  the  National  Historic  Preservation 
Act.  . 

The  Council  appreciates  your  cooperation  in  reaching  a  satisfactory 
resolution  of  this  matter. 

Sincerely  , 

/Jord.nn  E.  Tannenbaum 
•-Cbief  ,  Eastern  Office 

of  Revicvj  and  Compliance 


Enc losure 


Advisory 
Council  On 
Hisloric 
Preservation 


1522  K  Street  NW. 
\Va.sl)ington  D.C. 
20005 


\   MEMORANDUM  OF  AGREEMENT 

VJIIEREAS,   the  Federal  Highway  Administration  (FHWA)  proposes 
to  assist  the  State  of  Montana  with  construction  of  Interstate  15 
between  Butte  and  Boulder,  Montana;  and, 

WIIERFAS,   the  FHWA,   in  consultation  with  the  Montana  State 
Historic  Preservation  Officer  (SIFPO) ,  has  determined  that  this 
undertaking  as  proposed  would  have  an  adverse  effect  upon 
properties  in  the  Basin  Historic  District,  Jefferson  County,  ■ 
Montana,  which  have  been  determined  eligible  for  the  National 
Register  of  Historic  Places;  and, 

WHEREAS,  pursuant  to  Section  106  of  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act  of  1966  (16  U.S.C.  Sec.  470f,  as  amended,  90 
Stat.  1320)  and  Section  800. A(d)  of  the  Advisory  Council  on 
Historic  Preservation  (Council)  regulations  for  the  "Protection 
of  Historic  and  Cultural  Properties"   (36  CFR  Part  800),  the 
FHWA  has  requested  the  comments  of  the  Council;  and, 

WniEREAS,  pursuant  to  Section  800.6  of  the  Council's 
regulations,   representatives  of  the  Council,   the  FHWA,  and 
the  Montana  SHPO  have  consulted  and  reviewed  the  undertaking 
to  consider  feasible  and  prudent  alternatives  to  avoid  or 
satisfactorily  mitigate  the  adverse  effect;  and, 

I-JIIEREAS,   the  Montana  Department  of  Highways  was  invited 
and  participated  in  the  consultation  process; 

NOW,  THEREFORE,   it  is  mutually  agreed  that  the  undertaking 
will  be  implemented  in  accordance  with  the  attached  proposal 
from  H.  N.   Stewart,  Division  Administrator  for  Montana,  FHWA, 
to  minimize  adverse  effects  on  the  above-mentioned  properties. 


Deputy  L>»ccutivc  Diriector 
Advisory  Council  oiwHistoric  Preservation 


I 


Page  2 

Memorandum  of  Agreement: 
Ba.sin  Historic  District 
Federal  Highway  Administration 


Chairman 

Advisory  CouncilV^oy  Historic  Preservation 


^cKOR/^^c■Jy.  OF  f\GPjsy.ini 


V.'HEREAS,  the  Federal  Hi9hv.-ay  Admi  ni  strc  tion  (FHWA  proposed 
to  assist  the  Kontana  DcPcrtiT:cnt  of  Hichwcvs  in  construction  of 
Interstate  Hicfiwey  Route  15  in  Jefferson  County,  Kontana  and, 

V.'HERlAS,  FHK'A  has  determined  that  this  undertaking  as  proposed 
would  ha\'e  an  adverse  effect  upon  several  historic  sites  in  the 
vicinity  of  Basin,  Montana,  said  sites  being  eligible  for  inclusion 
in  the  li'ational  Register  of  Historic  Places;  and 

Whereas,  pursuant  to  Section  105  of  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act  of  1  966  (16  U.S.C  $470f,  es  amended,  90  Stat. 
1320),  the  FHV.'A  has  requested  the  comments  of  the  Advisory  Council 
on  Historic  Preservation  (Council);  and, 

WHEREAS,  pursuant  to  the  procedures  of  the  Council   (36  CFR  Part  800), 
representatives  of  the  Council,  the  FHWA,  and  the  Montana  State 
Historic  Preservation  Officer  (SHPO)  have  consulted  and  reviewed  the 
undertaking  to  consider  feasible  and  prudent  alternatives  to  avoid 
or  satisfactorily  mitigate  the  adverse  effect;  and,  .  , 

WHEREAS,  the  Montana  Department  of  Highways  was  invited  and 
participated  in  the  consultation  process; 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  it  is  mutually  agreed  that  implementation  of 
the  undertaking,  in  accordance  with  the  following  stipulations 
will  satisfactorily  mitigate  any  adverse  effect  on  the  above- 
mentioned  property. 

Stipulations  • 

1)  A  series  of  interpretive  signs  will  be  designed  in  consultation 
with  tfie  Montana  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer.     These  will 
be  erected  primarily  off  to  the  side  of  the  frontage  road  connect- 
ing Basin  and  Boulder  and  will  evince  the  various  significant 
historic  sites  along  the  route. 

2)  Site  24JF  180,  Montana  Central  Ore  loading  complex  will  be 
recorded  and  photographed  as  recomi-nended  by  the  Historic  American 
Engineering  Record  and  the  information  forwarded  to  the  HEAR. 

The  structures  will  then  be  dismantled. 

3)  The  location  of  the  Basin  Historic  District  will  be  shown  on  the 
Montana  Highway  map. 

^)    None  of  the  buildings  within  Basin  shall  be  directly  impacted  by 
the  construction  of  Interstate  15  with  the  exception  of 
Site  24Jri93,  the  log  outbuilding  near  the  "150"  House.  In 
this  instance,  a  log  outbuilding  within  proposed  highway  right- 
of-way  will  be  repositioned  on  the  property  to  accomodate  the 
aligi^ment  of  1  15.     Ihe  plans  detailing  the  layout  of  tlie  property 
and  structures  will  be  sent  to  the  Advisory  Council  for  its  comTient 
prior  to  moving  it. 


5)  Hic',..2y  dctivities  will  not  endanger  the  integrity  of  the 
ti~:rr  bridge  spanning  tfie  Boulder  River  just  west  of  Basin. 
The  bridge  will  serve  no  practical  purpose  one  the  interstate  ,. 
is  constructed.     It  will  be  evaluated  as  part  of  the  statewide 
historical  bridge  inventory  at  a  later  date.    There  will  be  no 
ir.pact  to  the  bridge  until  a  determination  of  eligibility  is 
rr.ade. 

6)  Every  effort  will  be  rr,ade  to  avoid  further  deterioration  of 
the  Jib  I'line  Flume  and  Jib  I-'ill   Foundation,  Sites  24JF196  and 
197.     If  any  darr,dge  occurs  it  will  be  repaired. 
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Mr.  H,  N.  Stewart  ' 

Division  Administrator,  Region  8 

Montana  Division 

Federal  Highway  Administration 

Federal  Office  Building  .--i 

301  S.  Park,  Drawer  10056 

Helena,  Montana  59601 

Dear  Mr.  Stewart: 

The  Council  has  received  your  signed  proposal,  including  the  written 
concurrence  of  the  Montana  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer,  for 
amending  the  Memorandum  of  Agreement  for  Interstate  15  in  the  Basin 
Historic  District. 

We  have  reviewed  the  proposed  amendment  and  have  determined  that  it 
represents  the  agreement  reached  by  the  consulting  parties.  Therefore, 
pursuant  to  Section  800.6(c)(4)  of  the  Council* s  regulations  (36  CFR  Part 
800),  an  amendment  to  the  Memorandum  of  Agreement  has  been  prepared  and 
forv7arded  to  the  Cliairman  of  the  Council  for  ratification.     The  amendment 
will  become  final  after  30  days  or  earlier  if  ratified  by  the  Chairman, 
and  the  undertaking  may  then  proceed.     A  copy  of  the  ratified  Agreement 
will  be  provided  for  your  records.     Tlie  ratified  amendment  will  constitute 
the  Council's  conmients  in  accordance  with  Section  800.6(c)(3)   and  completes 
your  responsibilities  under  Section  106  of  the  National  Historic  Preservation 
Act  and  the  Council's  regulations. 

Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 


ill o mas  F.  King 

Director,  Office  of  Cultural 
Resource  Presei-vation 
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^^r.  11.  K.  Sl;c'Wcirr. 

I'ivjsion  Administrator »  Re^.ion  8  • 
Monrnnn  Division 

lecic-r^i]  }Ijc.;;,way  Adiriini  strati  on  .  . 

Federal  Office  Kui]din<;  ^ 

301  S.  Park,   Drawer  10056  : :  . 

Helena,  Montana  59601 

Dear  Mr.  Stexcart: 

Tlie  arnendnent  to  the  Memorandui:!  of  Agreement  for  the  Federal  Highway 
Aonmistration  assistance  to  construction  of  Interstate  15  through  Basin 

t^  ■  e  ori  in  1  document  should  be  attached 

'  '  >'C^:noranauiP.  of  Agreei^ent  as  evidence  that  its  conditions 

have  b.en  arr.enaed.     By  copy  of  this  letter  with  its  enclosures  we  are 
notriying  the  Montana  State  Historic  Preser^.ation  Officer  of  the  a^endr.ent, 

ll^e  Council  appreciates  your  cooperation  in  resolving  this  matter. 
SincereF)'-^' 


/l^UT.as  F.   King  X 

Director,  Office  of  Cultura. 
Resource  Presei-\;ation 


Advisory 
Council  Oil 
liistc^ric 
Presorvation 


ir.22  }:  Strrrt.  NVV 
WdshiiijUon.  DC  20005 


AMEKDMENT 
>EMORA]>DUM  OF  AGREEMENT 


VliEREAS,  t})e  Federal  Highway  Administration  (FlIVA)  ,  the 
Hontana  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer  (SliPO) ,  and  the  j 
Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preser\'ation  (Council),  executed 
a  MenioranduLa  of  AT^reement ,  ratified  on  April  26,  1979,  outlining 
a  course  of  action  to  miniinize  the  adverse  effects  of  the 
construction  of  interstate  15  through  Basin,  Montana;  and, 

V/HEREAS ,  FirWA  has  subsequently  determined  th.^t  design  constraints 
require  covering  a  portion  of  the  burned  foundation  of  the  Jib  Kill 
and  the  removal  of  several  sections  of  the  old  deteriorated  flume, 
elements  of  the  Basin  Historic  District  to  have  been  avoided;  and, 

VliEPJlAS ,  pursuant  to  Section  106  of  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act  of  1966  (16  U.S.C.  Sec.  A70(f),  as  amended,  90  Stat. 
1320)  and  Section  800.6(c)  (A)  of  the  regulations  of  the  Council, 
"Protection  of  Historic  and  Cultural  Properties"  (36  CFR  Part  800), 
HfwA  has  requested  an  amencmient  to  the  Memorandum  of  Agreement;  and, 


6  of  the  Council's  re-gu]  ations , 
and  the  Montana  SHPO  have 


raEPvEAS,  pursuant  to  Section  800 
representatives  of  the  Council,  rP7V.'A, 
consulted  and  reviewed  the  proposed  amendment  to  consider  feasible  and 
prudent  alternatives  to  avoid  or  satisfactorily  mitigate  the  adverse 
effect; 

K0\\,  THEFvEFORE ,   it  is  mutually  agreed  that  the  undertahing 
vill  be  i[:ipleniented  in  accordance  with  the  Memorandum  of 
Agreement  ratified  on  April  26,  1979,  as  amended  by  the 
attacljcd  proposal  from  H.  K.  Stewart,  Division  .Administrator 
of  the  Fin.'A/ 


ecutive  birettor  '  / 


Chai  rni  m  ^  \ 

Advi SO)  y  C^c^i^kJ il  on  }Iistoric  Preservation 


aii£nd:-il-nt  to  prelimi:;.' rv  case  report  & 


o  MEMORANDUM  OF  AGREEMEN'T 


rsj  Montana  Project  I  15-3(1?)150 


In  ..ho  development  of  the  I  15  aliqnrent  in  the  vicinity  of  Basin  it  was 
originally  believed  that  the  old  Jib  Mill  foundation  and  water  flume 
(sites  2^,jri9C  and  197),  which  have  been  found  eligible  for  inclusion 
•in  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places,  could"  be  missed  an.'  there 
would  be  no  adverse  effect  on  these  historic  properties.    Further  work 
on  the  desicn  indicates  that  it  is  necessary  to  cover  part  of  the 
burned  loundation  of  the  Jib  Mill  and  several  sections  of  the  old 
deteriorated  flur>e  will  be  removed  due  to  the  cut  slopes  for  the 
new  road. 

Any  alternates  that  would  avoid  these  encroachments  would  involve  hiqh 
walisor  other  structures.    We  are  already  using  extensive  walls  to 
minir;i2e  the  visual  inoact  on  the  area  and  minimize  river  channel 
chances      Tne  old  Jib  Mill  foundation  was  burned  about  1975  sa'th-re 

]''^^9'^ty  to  the  portion  of  the  site  that  will  be  cov-red 
th!         ^^^'-^^/^oiler  will  not  be  covered  and  will  be  left  unoisturbed. 

inrP^-'s!  f  "'I'  Of  covering  the  old  m.i  1 1  foundation  will  be  minimal 
s  nee  u  IS  largely  a  burned  out  foundation.     The  loading  chute  abov- 
will  remain  undisturbed.  .  ■ 

a'4^''l'o^'Is^  ""'^^^l  ^'^^'"''y  conAruction  will  remove 

a  co.al  of  aDoui  JuOO  feet  at  intermiitent  locations.    Much  of  the 
llumeis  rotted  down  to  a  dark  streak  of  decaying  lumber  on  the 
5'"''"^-^:    '^^.''^  ':]^'^  be  an  adverse  effect  from  destroying  part  of  the 
o'  fl?"  ^^^-j^\b;^minimal  due  to  the  deteriorated  condlti 

o.  moso  of  It.     J.  will  still  be  very  evident  from  the  remaining 
Canyon''  '  ^'^'^^'''^^'^  '^''^  section  of  the  Boulder  River 

As  previously  agreed,  as  a  m.itigation  measure  the  Department  of  Highways 
wi,     design  a  series  of  interpretive  m.arkers  which  will  describe  som^ 
M  l       .'n'"''  of  nistoric  interest  in  the  Basin  area.    The  Jib 

;-n^-h    ar^vT  ^>  '^^'^  P'^ogram  owing  to  their  imoort- 

cnce  in  .hu  aiea  s  mming  operations  and  economic  devolopm-nt  of  ihe 

SWM  n'tn'r"?;^  '''''  ^^^^'n  and  con  , 

th^^sUes  lhar'can  be^'a^o^ded?"^^'  '''''''''''  ''^^^^^^^  : 

A  recent  design  change  on  a  portion  of  the  Interstate  project  near" 
Basin  wasprecipitated  by  some  concerns  of  the  local  people  which 
w  fonp";         ''''i''  ^'-.public  hearing  phase  last  faih  Ther 

ch    '    oHoS    v^"'i""'"'         ^""'^""'^       ^^^^  B"^^  interchange 
Ca  5n  '  t^'c'^M  cpproxim.tely  one-half  mile  east  of 

horn'  /rr'  V\''^^l^^^'^^  ^or  fire  protection  of  those  ' 

Plan  Interstate  alignment  would  not  be  orovided  in  that 

i     'dia^  h    S  '    ^'V''  '''''        interchange  with  direct, 

busin      ;s    nii    ^  access  would  also  be  beneficial  to  tf.e  Main  Street 
ousin.s.>.s  cuid  an  economic  boost  to  the  area  in  general. 


J 

7,he  Kontari?.  ^-i-i.artrx'nt       Miohw^ys  and  our  aqency  have  studied  several 
dcsicjns  for  tr.e  i n te rchc-.nco  and  local  access  road.     Tne  attached  plans 
w-jre  prepared  by  an  engineering  consultant  to  the  State  Highway 
r.epartncnt  and  v;ere  presented  at  a  public  i  nf  orn^a  ti  onal  o^etinQ  in 
Basin.    The  five  alternatives  range  from  slight  to  significant  in 
deviation  from  the  original  plans.  ' 

The  diamond  interchange  of  Alternate  1  conforms  to  the  original  plans 
with.in  one  of  the  few  spa^cially  adequate  locations  along  the  highway 
corridor  in  the  narrow  Boulder  River  Canyon.     A  vehicular  grade 
separation  has  been  i ncor-pora ted  into  the  design  at  Station  117A+. 
The  Interstate  grade  must  be  raised  K  ft.  from  the  present  rail- 
road bed  grace  to  accor^noda te  the  13  ft.  6  in.  vertical  clearance  of 
th^  underpass  (min.  State  Standard).    This  is  6  ft.  higher  than  the 
original  proposal  which  afforded  pedestrian  access  only.    The  road 
would  coincide  with  an  existing  street  and  will  be  24  ft.  wi.de.  The 
deteriwination  on"  whether  to  pave  this  section  of  roadway  has  not  yet 
been  made  but  in  either  event,  this  minor  work  will  have  no  adverse 
effect  on  the  proposed  Basin  Historic  District. 

The  frontage  road  just  south  of  the  Interstate  alignment  was  formerly 
designed  to  parallel  the  Interstate  more  closely  but  now  incorporates 
a  curved  section  moving  the  frontage  road  approximately  300  ft.  south. 
The  curve  provides  a  reasonable  grade  for  the  vehicular  separation 
access  road  and  minimizes  the  elevation  of  the  Interstate  grade. 

Eler>?rits  of  the  interchange  (i.e.'  ramps,  crossroad)  would  be  moved 
within  the  historic  district  boundaries  in  Alternates  2,  3,  4  &  5 
thereby  either  isolating  portions  of  the  district  or  entailing  the 
destruction  of  between  three  to  seven  homes.    Alternate  2  is  a  diamond 
type  interchange  at  Sta.  1130.    The  crossroad  passes  over  the 
Interstate  requiring  that  the  ramps  be  raised  and  seven    homes  moved 
or  destroyed.    Alternate  3  is  the  same  as  Alternate  2  except  that  the 
SB  offramp  is  changed  so  traffic  must  pass  tnrough  Basin  to  enter 
back  on  the  Interstate.    Alternates  4  and  5  also  use  the  "split 
diamond"  design  and  would  take  three  homes  each  as  would  Alt.  3. 
The  grade  separation  of  Alternate  5  is  moved  closer  to  the  center 
of  town  at. Sta.  1165  between  the  Boulder  River  and  Basin  Creek. 

Alternate  5  has  the  same  elevation  requi remtents  as  Alternate  1  with 
the  highest  point  being  where  the  Interstate  crosses  the  access  road  ■ 
and  G  4-5  ft.  rise  above  the  present  grade  of  the  railroad  bed  else- 
where throughout  the  Basin  Area.    Alternate  5  would  bring  the  visual 
and  audible  impact  of  the  Interstate  closer  to  the  center  of  town. 

Alternate  1  serves  the  primary  need  of  providing  fire  protection  to 
areas  on  either  side  of  tlie  Interstate  align;ient.     The  diamond  inter- 
change design  is  foremost  in  highway  safety  and  results  in  less  con- 
fusion to  the  highway  traveller.    The  town  of  Basin  is  readily  access- 
ible to  the  Interstate  but  its  main  street  is  not  a  thoroughfare 
routing  traffic  to  and  from  the  Interstate.     Potential  conrnercial 
devel  cp::  ent  would  be  likely  confined  to  the  outskirts  of  Basin. 
Alternate  1  is  viewed  as  the  least  disruptive  p""lan  in  that  no  important 
elcD.Mits  of  the  district  are  jeopardized  and  intrusions  are  kept 
to  a  minimum. 


-  2  - 
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Based  on  the  above  edditiorial  information  the  following  amendments 
are  r,.^rje  to  the  f-V2mor?.ndum  of  Agreement: 

Add  the  follov/ing  to  stipulation  A.  '  . 

A  grade  separation  structure  v/ill  be  constructed  over  the  existing 
street  at  hichv.ay  stc.tion  117'+  to  facilitate  traffic  circulation 
in  the  Basin  area.    Tliis  cross  street  may  be  paved  without  adversely 
affecting  the  proposed  Basin  Historic  District. 

Delete  the  last  sentence  of  stipulation  6. 


State  Historic  Preservation  Officer 


Advisor};  CouncTt  on 
Historic  Preservation 
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Ln)tc\l  Slates  Dcixirln^cnt  of  tlic  Interior 
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oi'iici".  O]-  Tin:  sr.c:i;LTAin- 

WASHiXGTON,  D.C.  20210 


WAY  1  2  1980 


Dear  Mr.  Stewart: 

llu's  is  in  response  to  your  request  for  the  Department  of  the  Interior's 
review  and  cor/jiicnts  on  the  draft  Section  4(f)  statement  1-15  (Bernice  to 
Barsin) ,   Jefferson  County,  Kontana, 

Based  upon  our  review  of  the  draft  Section  4(f)  statement  and  discussions 
vlth  your  staff,  we  concur  that  there  is  no  feasihle  and  prudent  alterna- 
tive to  tlie  use  of  J.ands  from  the  Basin  Historic  District  as  proposed  in 
Alternative  1.     Furthermore,  the  mitigation  proposed  in  conjunction 
witli  Alternative  1  constitutes  appropriate  measures  to  minimize  harm. 
Consequently,  this  Department  offers  no  objection  to  Section  4(f)  approval 
for  Alternative  1. 

V'e  note  that  the  various  alternatives  were  developed  in  response  to  local 
desires  for  improved  fire  protection  and  "closer  access"  for  Basin, 
Alternative  1  appears  to  be  responsive  to  the  fire  protection  issue,  and 
no  information  is  presented  to  document  that  the  interchange  location  is 
not  prudent  from  the  standpoint  of  access.     In  addition,  we  note  that 
Alternatives  2-5  cause  considerably  greater  adverse  impacts  to  the 
historic  district.     For  these  reasons,  V7e  would  not  concur  in  a  Section  4(f) 
detemination  for  Alternatives  2-5, 

Sincerely  yours,  .  i 


James  H,  Rathlesberger 

;S]:)Ocial  Assistant  to 
Aoalsntmt     Secretary  of  the  Interior 


Mr.  Harold  N.  Stewart 
Division  Administrator 
Federal  }lji;lu-.'ay  Administration 
301  SoutJ-  l-ark,  Drawer  10056 
Helena,  Montana  59601 


Mr.   Ronald  F.  Richards 

Director,  Montana  Department  of  Higliways 
6th  Avrnue  and  Roberts 
Helena,   Montana  59601 


D^i!'-"  r-'.:d.  Prcrof> 
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PCf'LY  TO 
ATItNTlON  OF; 


DEPARTMENT  OF  1  HE  ARMY 

OMA,HA   DISTMlCT    COUf'S  or    ENGINf  f.f<S 

60»4  U  S  POST  orncE  and  courthouse 

rtMAMA     NEORASKA  6bl02 


9  May  JL980 


PrecoDf,truction  Euicau 
liOEitarid  I-::  •;;artrsent.  of  Highways 
2701  Pio::.nect 


HclcTia ,  Mr 


53601 


Dear  Sir:  , . 

We  have  reviewed  the  Draft  Section  hit)  Evaluation  for  the  Bernice-Basin 
3".-15-3( j-2)  project  and  wish  to  advise  you  that  althou/^h  Departnent  of  the 
Anny  permits  have  been  issued  for  parts  of  the  project,  it  is  necessary  to 
underttftnd  that  any  vork  involving  filling  in  vatervays,  lakes  or  wetlands 
not  already  covered  by  a  current  Department  of  the  Army  permit,  must  also 
be  authorized  by  a  Department  of  the  Arnii''  permit. 

Ihaiik  you  for  j^roviding  us  vith  a  copy  of  your  Statement, 

Sincerely, 


/JOM  E.  VELEHRADS/CY 
'Chief,  Planning  Division 
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